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AMENDMENT "A" 
UNDER 37 C.F.R.§ 1.111 


Hon. Assistant Commissioner of Patents 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

Sir: 

This Amendment "A" is in response to the Office Action mailed September 2, 1999, having 
a shortened statutory period for response of December 2, 1999. A Petition for a two month 
extension of time to reply accompanies this Amendment "A", to extend the time to respond through 
February 2, 1000. 

Claims 1 - 27 are pending in the application. ^ 
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Claims 1 - 27 are subject to restriction requirement. 

Claims 21 - 27 are rejected under 35 USC § 1 12, first paragraph, as containing subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which 
it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 

Claims 22 and 24 - 26 are rejected under 35 USC § 1 12, first paragraph, as being dependent 
upon a rejected base claim. 

Claims 21 - 27 are rejected under 35 USC § 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. 

Claims 22 and 24 - 26 are rejected under 35 USC § 1 12, second paragraph, as being dependent 
upon a rejected base claim. 

Claims 8 - 1 1, 14, 15, and 17 are rejected under 35 USC § 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. 
Patent No. 5,281,485, to Colgan et al. 

Claims 8 - 17 are rejected under 35 USC § 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 
5,391,517, to Gelatos et al., in combination with U.S. Patent No. 5,676,587, to Landers et al. 

Claims 8-17 and 21 - 26 are rejected under 35 USC § 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Patent No. 4,985,750, to Hoshino, in view of Landers et al. 

Claims 8 - 17 are rejected under 35 USC § 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 
5,240,880, to Hindman et al., in view of either Landers et al. or Hoshino. 

Claims 12, 13, and 16 are rejected under 35 USC § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Colgan 
et al., in view of either Landers et al., Gelatos et al., or Hoshino. 

Claims 18 - 20 are rejected under 35 USC § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gelatos et al., 
in combination with Landers et al., as applied to Claims 8-17, above, and further in view of U.S. 
Patent No. 5,707,498, to Ngan. 



